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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 46, 47, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stanford in US Patent 61 12674 in view of Virtue et al. in US Patent 
2278810, Palmer in US Patent 4825781 and Pinch in US Patent 6058853. Stanford 
teaches a banquet table with a tabletop comprising a plastic made top panel (12) with 
two tabletop supports (42, 44) and a pair of table supporting frames each respectively 
having a leg frame (18, 20) a supporting means comprising a supporting arm (24, 30) 
with a lower retention portion (104) connected to a folding frame (26, 32) and an upper 
supporting portion (28 and 34, respectively, via 36) pivotally mounted between the 
tabletop support (42,44) at a mid-portion of the top panel (Best seen in Figure 2). 
Stanford fails to teach a pair of receiving tracks defined in the underside of the tabletop 
by a surrounding rim having an inner and outer sidewall. Pinch teaches a surrounding 
rim downwardly extended from the tabletop having an outer sidewall (176) and an inner 
sidewall (152) that define a receiving track wherein table supports (166) are securely 
mounted. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the tabletop of Stanford by adding a receiving track formed by a 
surrounding rim with an inner and outer sidewall as taught by Pinch in order to provide a 
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more secure mounting means for the tabletop supports. Stanford, as modified, fails to 
teach that the supporting arm has two arm segments. Virtue teaches a two-part 
supporting arm (32). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the , 
time of invention to modify the supporting arm of Stanford, as modified, by using two 
arms as taught by Virtue in place of one in order to provide a more stable support 
structure for the tabletop. Stanford, as modified, fails to teach that the arms are L- 
shaped. Palmer teaches a supporting frame (A) with two L-shaped arms (formed by 
portions 3 and 4 of frame A) having parallel portions. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the support of Stanford, as 
modified, by using L-shaped arms as taught by Palmer in order to provide more 
structural rigidity to the tabletop and to provide more legroom under the table. Stanford, 
as modified, further teaches a ring shaped locker (108) slidably mounted to the 
supporting arms. 

3. Claims 50, 51, 54 and 57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stanford, as modified, as applied to claim 47 above and further in 
view of Pinch. Stanford, as modified, further teaches an attachment arrangement 
comprising holes in the tabletop supports (ref 46. and column 14, lines 5-7) to receive 
the ends of the leg frames and the supporting members. Although Stanford doesn't 
teach a specific number of attachment holes, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the device tabletop supports of 
Stanford, as modified, by using a appropriate number of holes in the tabletop supports 
in order to accommodate all of the arms of the table supporting frames. Stanford, as 
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modified, fails to teach a plurality of guiding slots in the inner sidewall of the surrounding 
rim to align with the attachment holes or that the tabletop is foldable. Pinch teaches a 
plurality of guiding slots (160) formed on the inner sidewall of the surrounding rim to 
align with an attachment arrangement. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the inner sidewalls of Stanford, as 
modified, by using guiding slots therein, as taught by Pinch, in order to provide a means 
to more positively align the arms of the supporting frames with the holes in the tabletop 
supports. Pinch further teaches a tabletop comprising a folding joint (164) formed 
between supporting portions of the supporting frames. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the tabletop of Stanford, 
as modified, by using a folding tabletop as taught by Pinch in order to make stowage of 
the device easier when not in use. Stanford, as modified, further teaches a ring shaped 
locker (108) slidably mounted to the supporting arms. 

4. Claims 48, 49, 53 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stanford, as modified, and further in view of Witkowiak in US Patent 
2695828 and Pinch. Stanford, as modified, fails to teach an attachment arrangement 
comprising attachment members and mounting members. Witkowiak discloses 
mounting foldable leg frames to a supporting siderail using attachment members (16) 
extending from the siderail that are inserted into the leg frames (see Witkowiak, Fig. 2) 
but does not disclose four attachment members and four coupling members. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the 
device of Stanford, as modified, by using an attachment arrangement of members 
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extending from the siderail to be inserted in the frame segments as taught by 
Witkowiak, and in an appropriate number to accommodate all of the frame segments 
that needed to be attached in order to provide a more secure mounting means for the 
support members. Stanford, as modified, fails to teach a plurality of guiding slots in the 
inner sidewall of the surrounding rim to align with the attachment members and coupling 
members or that the tabletop is foldable. Pinch teaches a plurality of guiding slots (160) 
formed on the inner sidewall of the surrounding rim to align with an attachment 
arrangement (in this case, the attachment and coupling members). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the inner 
sidewalls of Stanford, as modified, by using guiding slots therein, as taught by Pinch, in 
order to provide a means to more positively align the arms of the leg frames and 
supporting frames with the attachment and coupling members on the tabletop supports. 
Pinch further teaches a tabletop comprising a folding joint (164) formed between 
supporting portions of the supporting frames. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the tabletop of Stanford, as 
modified, by using a folding tabletop as taught by Pinch in order to make stowage of the 
device easier when not in use. Stanford, as modified, further teaches a ring shaped 
locker (108) slidably mounted to the supporting arms. 

5. Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Stanford, as modified, further in view of Pinch. Stanford, as modified, fails to teach that 
the tabletop is foldable. Pinch further teaches a tabletop comprising a folding joint (164) 
formed between supporting portions of the supporting frames. It would have been 
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obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to modify the tabletop of 
Stanford, as modified, by using a folding tabletop as taught by Pinch in order to make 
stowage of the device easier when not in use. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 10/16/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

7. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091,231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 

Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Lin etal. '138 and Lin et al. '395 teach tables with L-shaped 
support members. 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Noah C. Hawk whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1480. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9am to 5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Dunn can be reached on 571-272-6670. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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